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THE WHITE HOUSE 



WASH INOTOH 



TOP SEC RET /SENSITIVE /EYES ONLY January 15, 1970 


MEMORANDUM FOR HENRY A. KISSINGER 
FROM: A1 Haig^ 

SUBJECT: My Trip to Vietnam 

Due to time and work load, I have prepared this as a broad outline 
written in telegraphic language designed to provide you with the game 
plan I hope to follow while in Vietnam. Schedule is at Tab A. 

GENERAL 

As we discussed, Lynn, Sansom and I will move from Corps area to 
Corps area in tandem. We expect to double in brass for most of the key 
briefings and those portions of the itinerary which are of interest to both 
or which we feel are sufficiently intricate to benefit by reinforced judg- 
ments. As a general rule, Lynn will concentrate on HES source activities, 
RF/PF and self-defense forces and I will concentrate on US and ARVN 
tactical units. We will probably merge at advisory levels in Corps and 
provinces. Each night when we reassemble on those portions of the 
itinerary that are separate, we will exchange views to be sure that if 
one or the other decides it would be well to have the other's judgment on 
a particular issue, we can adjust our itinerary to do so. I intend to talk 
to officers that I know and in whom I have confidence, who are especially 
experienced or who during briefings indicate it would be worth follow-up 
action. Within the time that is available, I should be able to visit all of 
the ARVN divisions and most of their regiments and all US divisions and 
separate brigades. I feel that it is more important to concentrate on the 
ARVN units at regimental and battalion level rather than to assess the 
leadership, tactics and technique of US units. Consequently, I will give 
maximum attention below division and brigade level to the ARVN units. 

DISCUSSIONS IN SAIGON 

Summarized below are the main points I will touch upon with President 
Thieu, Ambassador Bunker, General Abrams and Mr. Shackley. 
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President Thieu 


2 - 
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__ Inform Thieu that President Nixon and Mr. Kissinger extend 
/ iheir greetings and general assurance of continuing support for him and 
his Government and for the conduct of the conflict. 

_ „ Emphasize that US Government (President and Mr. Kissinger) 
'will deal exclusively with Thieu as the Vietnamese point of contact for key 
,,/ policy issues. (Point should be made to dispel any concern Thieu might 
have for Washington dealings with Bui Diem. ) 

/ __ Mention President Nixon's support for Thieu and his regime 

/and disinclination to tolerate or encourage flirtations with Ky or Dom 
\_, and assure him that there will be no meddling in Vietnamese internal 
affairs. 

/ __ Assure Thieu of President Nixon's intention of maintaining the 

. 'fullest consultation prior to undertaking any new initiatives either within 
the Vietnamization framework or in Paris. 

* -- Tactfully mention that President Nixon remains concerned about 

' the fact that he continues to receive reports that some of the ARVN division 
commanders have not reached the level of competence that others have. 

x j __ Mention the great value that movement on the Land Reform issue 

■V- .' wohld have for US-domestic ’support. • ... 

, //pry — 

Amfbassador Bunker 

< Extend greetings from President Nixon and Mr. Kissinger. 

-- Ask for his assessment of the Ky/Dom problem and asceitain 

u * '■ A v~''-V~.'-~Inforrii : Bhiik'd'rv'tof tH'e ; ^<iHvrbieVibf. : th'&‘ : ~ : VSSG-ari'd-the importance'/ 
; the White House 1 attaches t6 the Ehribas sy' 1 s suppdrt of its 'Activities. 

-- Ask Bunker for status report on cease-fire study and for assess- 
/•/ merit of th.e actual 'Vietnamese, altitude towards. the. i.gsrie..--.. •• ■ 
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Ambassador Bunker (Continued) 

-- Ask for his assessment on progress with respect to Land 
Reform. 

-- Inform him of the Paris initiative and reasons therefor while 
cautioning him that this information is being shared only with him. 

-- Ask him if he has any information with respect to his personal 
plans that he wishes conveyed to the President or Dr. Kissinger. 

-- Ask him for his assessment of the enemy situation, the friendly 
situation, the ARVN leadership problem, the pace of withdrawal and his 
personal views on the residual US force issue. 

-- Ask for his frank appraisal of the implementation of Vietnamization 
as it pertains to the withdrawal of specific US units, the present configuration 
of US units -- especially the lack of US forces in the Delta -- and the static 
defensive position in the I Corps area. 

- - Ascertain if he has any problem areas that he would like brought 
to the attention of the President or Dr. Kissinger on an exclusive Ears Only 
basis. 


General Abrams 




1/ Extend greetings from President Nixon and Dr. Kissinger. 

t 

: / -- Duplicate questions asked Ambassador Bunker which pertain to 

j • • -.''"the friendly and enemy -military situation. •• -v ' ■■■ *••• >\ • 

.. . ...... . v . _ . . Request Gene.ral. Abrams best judgment on with^ ... 

• through the remaining phase' and his views on the optirrium residual' force,, 

i 

....... * ...r-'.. I^e.qvies.t . a precise. |s che.dule , ip . line .. jyilk, fj&j? k ’ 

on Vietnamization. 

-- Ask General Abrams or his staff for th.eir best estimate on the 
• tbfhbht capability; leadership and 'overall development of eh.6h of the ARVN 

J’.K '"V, ■•'....•■•divisions.' 7 :> -•*:.; v >•>.•..<». .v? •:. . 7 . 

v " SECRET/^ •■ 7 -- ••, >' : ' 7 
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General Abrams (Continued) 

f -- Ask General Abrams for a description of his current plans 

for coping with a Tet offensive and ascertain what additional authorities 
he anticipates would be necessary to implement these plans. 

-- Mention the President's concern that the pace of withdrawal 
‘ ■• '•be governed by the best assessment'"of the responsible military 1 commanders 
and not by domestic political considerations or the conceptions which may 
be held by echelons at great distances from the operation. 

Ask General Abrams if he has any problem areas which he 

\J feels should be brought on an exclusive Ears Only basis to. the President 
or Dr. Kissinger and assume him that his confidences will be completely 
respected in this regard. / 7L£*'j 

-- Ask General Abrams for his assessment of when the cross- 
over point at which US forces will no longer be combat effective occurs^ 
under the Vietnamization plan. , l-t 

-- Ask General Abrams for his personal assessment on why the 
Chieu Hoi rate has dropped so rapidly in recent weeks. iuii 


i 


-- Mention to General Abrams that there has been some criticism 
that the caliber of officers assigned to advisory roles and to the pacifmation^ . 
effort* may riot be as high as those assigned to our regular units and request 
his views. 

-- Tell General Abrams that reports persist that as ARYN units 
• •a--.re'. -taking over':fi*orir US' ; uhits' : th6y ;are. adapting' thexri'selves-to-thd.-patter-ns- '•••*• •' ' 
of enemy activity in such a way as to avoid confrontation. State that I 
,.hav.e seen, this in..,seyeral, Reports. a.nd hope to .phec^ this, dpring JTiy. tr.aypl.s , . v-..?.,, 
‘'in country! 

“ V.‘ t .* .....r--: ; A-.sk for'.. General Abrams. views -.'qn-. the, kind. pf,-|ir.q.pow.e-j.-A<3; : ...;*- .. 

Vietnamization program will provide for the^ARVN. ^ ... ..... 

-- Ask General Abrams for his view on what ARVN is. doing ^ . . 
'differently than it did in the past. ' '* " 

-- Ask General Abrams' personal views on why -the enemy, is exerci.si.nt 
restraint '--•'because thcy want to or because .they aren't- able to-do otherivise. 
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General Abrams (Continued) 

__ Ask for General Abrams 1 assessment of the Vietnamese Air 
Force capability., 

-- Ask General Abrams or his staff for an assessment on what 




.] 

i 

I 

I 

i 

1 

| 


Hanoi would have, to do to reconstitute itself. . .. t .. ... ... ., . . ... 

-- Ask for General Abrams' views on the desirability of a 
constabulary force. 

Mr. Shackley 

-- Extend Greetings from President Nixon and Dr. Kissinger. 

L 

-- Ask Shackley' s views on enemy infiltration, the reliability of 
in-country reporting and his assessment of the direction in which it is 
moving and the reasons therefor. 

Question Shackley about the amounts of enemy supplies entering 
South Vietnam through Cambodia, especially Sihanoukville and what, if 
anything, he is acquiring on this subject, why he is not getting more and 
what he needs to do so. 


. ... ...... . ..-Ask. him. for-his yiew#.?on »fche. P.h.oenix pr.og.ram,-.-.Ospeeially . 


V 


i ! 


its most sensitive aspects. 

-- Ask him for a frank statement on any problems that he might 
have which would be conveyed exclusively to the President or Dr. Kissinger^ 

DETAILED ITINERARY 




In IV Corps area, because of the absence of US troops, I will concentrate 
, vf .e.spe.ciqlly.. oil; ARVN: division sy- i;e.giments.^'an.d fea.tfcalj.oiis,. - their. .leader ship. -• ■ 

• ••• and method of operation, • plaiis Tor responding to a iTiajbh- attack in any- 
specific ...location^, .th.e ; .capability. .o.f ..the. A.^ViN- strategic, reserve force- in 
the Saigon area and elsewhere to reinforce rapidly, and its plans to do so. 

Specific emphasis will be placed on the caliber of battalion, regimental and 
’ •■■■'di'vi's ioh.c oliimarider s ; '• deselhion Tdte'S/ rnorale,' ‘ seif- coiifidehde' and existing 

• firepower. .• .. • ■ , ,. v ... ..... ... .,.,N 

TOP. SECRET /SENSITIVE/EYES ONLY . . .. , . .. .. .. .. . ... „ .... ... . ... 
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Emphasis will be placed on the methods and means that ARVN troops are 
employing to coordinate and integrate their activities with local foices. 

Obtain an assessment of the enemy threat, his order of battle and his current 
tactical method of operating. 

Attempt to assess enemy capability and intentions in the Delta area. 

Measure Government control by assessing all known indicators such as 
Government presence, down to and including Hamlets, status o po ice, 
public health, transportation, roads and bridges. Particular attention 
should be given to degree to which Government officials remain m so-calle 
.secure as well as contested areas during hours of darkness, progress of . 
Phoenix program in Delta, status of infrastructure, and damage whic 
has been done to it to date. 

Assess confidence of population in ARVN and local forces, methods being 
employed to verify destruction of infrastructure, extent to which Goverm 
personnel have extended their presence into countryside. 

For Delta areas, ascertain especially the economics of the countryside, 
movement and production of rice, tax situation, accessibility and security o 

waterways. 

Ass.es s morale, . general ^status and living conditions of Government, 1 ^ illt f. r Z. 
and security personnel'. ’ 

I, II and III CORPS AREA 

••• Selectively -measure, the .same -element* •considerod.vin'the : 'IV 'Corps •area-to 
a degree that time permits while focusing primarily on those issues which 
pertain to. ARVN, mainfpr.ee, . and. US regular 

while not 'he'gld'dting the 'kihds o'f coordination being effected between legi 
.-US and ARVN units and Vietn.am.es.e. local. force^ o^eratip^^ . 

' "Visit and 'talk to each US 'and ARVN Corps commander and each US and ARVN 
division edmmand'er. " Btolow'tti.s leVSl,’ place main emphasis' on ARVN 
regimental and battalion commanaeis. . , ■.. .. • 

■ ...TQP . SECT? E T- /SENSI.T.IV E/ E Y ES "V: '• •• . 




• ‘ ' *■'“ ■ • > <'**" *■ >V*- • <‘ t ' <; T.- '^‘ 1 ^f4i|( 1 f^ , ff'- •, 
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Try to assess through attitude of ARVN commanders and soldiers on 
the prospects of thinning US forces. 

Find out the degree to which ARVN commanders are aware of US withdrawal 
plan, and their capability of assuming US missions. Special emphasis on 
this should be done in III Corps, 1st Division area, and I Corps who 
a Marine Brigade will be withdrawn. . , 

Ascertain the degree of security -- whether it has mrproved or declined 
in those areas where US forces have turned over responsibility to the ARV . 

Compare the intensity of GVN offensive operations with those of US units. 

Assess overall deployment of US and ARVN forces in the Corps j areas .with 
respect to known threat and past enemy activity as well as likely future 

enemy activity. 

Measure the impact that smaller enemy personnel in his maneuver battalions 
has had and his method of operation, his tactics and his effectiveness 
Attempt to ascertain the caliber of enemy force m the Corps area an 
whether their professionalism, morale, and overall effectiveness has discemi 

increased or declined. 

Assess ^ability of ARVN forces to operate at night and the degree to which 
they are doing so. y . .. • ..... ... . . v - -v-.,*..- - • •: »*• 

• . .> . „ • . .. *.*•#» • . ’ • • • ;*.•<. Mf* ■’ - ”* • * * *f * '* * 1 

Assess the percentage of US versus ARVN firepower which is currently 
employed in support of ARVN operations. 

EAssess^e specially the -,ef f e'o tivene s &\ot the .Vietnamese. Air 'F.drce.An.all • 

Corps areas as compared to US Air Force. V 

Iteiy Co^-iie£'t'folrraSe^ 

reduced air .support . both. ^ 'r.uP.-.P- Y’ . ' .'iV''' ' 

’’.'oh purrent. operations. . . , v.c ■■■■ ••••• •’ •" 

At Tab B is a list of additional questions vvhich I intend to use selectively ^ ^ 

r iA'dischs sing' the situatioii Avith .US and AR-VN- peTsonnei.- •. ■: 
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Saigon 1 day January 19 

IV Corps (Dinh Tuong, Vinh Binh, Chau Doc) January 20, 21, 22 


III Corps (Hau Nghia, Binh Long, .Binh Duong) January 23, 24, 25 

II Corps (Binh Dinh, Pleiku) January 26, 27 

I Corps (Quang Tin) January 28 

Group plans to return to Saigon on 29 January and depart next day 
for return trip via CINCPAC. 


i 

i 


i 




How accurate are current field estimates of the enemy threat in SVN? 
What evidence is available to support these estimates? How reliable 


is this evidence? . 

What differences persist which result in divergencies among estimates 
of the enemy threat in SVN? What is the basis for these differences? 

How serious are they? What is being done to reconcile them? What 
are the prospects? Can they be reconciled by an interagency team. 

In the present political/military environment of the conflict m SVN, 
is it realistic to consider the enemy military threat (OB) as being 
distinct and separate from other elements of the total enemy military/ 
political organization? If so, why? 

Can information on the location and number of NVA troops in SW be 
developed in enough detail so as to make it possible to monitor NVA 
withdrawals? In the event of mutual withdrawal of NVA and US forces, 
can we accurately detect or determine enemy support of forces remaining 
in SVN? How can we best do this? 

What are your latest estimates of North Vietnamese infiltration into 
SVN? How good are these estimates? Has infiltration actually decreased 
during 1969 , or is this apparent decline the result of gaps in our 
intelligence collection? What are North Vietnamese capabilities to 
increase infiltration? 

What are your latest estimates of VC recruiting in SVN? How good are 
these estimates? How do current estimates of VC recruiting comparc 
with similar periods in recent years? What are \C capabilities to 
increase recruiting? 





Enemy Intent Ions and Ca pab ilities 

What are your estimates as to enemy intentions? Is his primary ' focus 
upon rural or urban areas? Is his primary objective to gain a political 
or military advantage? What are the prospects of another major offensive? 

Are the enemy’s strategy and tactics designed primarily to affect the 
situation in SVN, in the US, or in Paris? Has enemy activity declined 
in 1969 or merely changed emphasis? Have enemy tactics shifted to 
increase US casualties? Why haven’t the VC acted more vigorously 
against the pacification effort? 

Assuming infiltration into SVN has declined, is this a result of North 
Vietnamese intentions to reduce their forces, iri SVN or is it due to 
othe'r factors beyond their cont.ro].? If so, what factors? Adoption of 
a strategy to expedite US withdrawal from SVN? A decision to increase 
military effort in Northern Laos? A strain on the manpower pool in 
NVN? The US air interdiction effort in Laos? The seasonal monsoon 
weather in SEA? 


Over the next 18 months, what is the range of options that the enemy 
has to obtain his objectives? What would be the most effective enemy 
strategy to gain a military success? A political success? 





Allied Strategy O pt ions in SVN 


What further actions, if. any, do you recommend to counter the enemy 
capability to conduct protracted guerrilla warfare combined with 
' intensified political activity? 

, What further actions, if any, do you recommend to counter the enemy 
main force capability to initiate another massive offensive or 
further widespread attacks? 

What further actions, if any, do you recommend to increase RVNAF 
capability and self-confidence so that the Vietnamese will be able 
to assume a greater share of the military burden and better confront 
the enemy both militarily and politically? 

What further actions, if any, do you recommend to increase the quality 
and quantity of territorial security and pacification operations 
aimed at expanding GVN influence and diminishing the VC support 
structure and its local guerrilla and local force units? 


y'j 


Assuming a direct relationship between US initiatives and a low level 
of North Vietnamese infiltration into SVN, what actions might we take, 
military and otherwise, which would make it more difficult for the 
North Vietnamese to justify increasing their infiltration rate into 
SVN? What actions should we take if North Vietnamese. infiltration 
into SVN increases, above 5,000 per month? 10,000 per month? 20,000 







v. 



What actions can we take to cause the North Vietnamese to perceive that 

they might not be moving towards achieving their objectives in Vietnam? 

That achievement of their objectives might be too costly? 
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En einy S a n c t u a r i c s in L aos and Cambodia 


What is the relative magnitude of the current sanctuary problem with 
regard to Laos and Cambodia in terms of base areas, size of military 
threat, logistical stockpiles, throughput of men and materiel to S\N, 
and utilization to provide a respite from allied operations? , 

What measures are being taken at present, to reduce the. current sanctuary 
problem with regard to Laos and Cambodia? What is the relative, effective 
ness of these measures in terms of cost to the allies and cost to the 
enemy, both militarily and politically? 

What other measures, if any , could or should be. taken to reduce the 
current sanctuary problem with regard to Laos and Cambodia? What would 
be the estimated effectiveness of these measures in terms of cost to 

the allies and cost to the enemy, both militarily and politically? 

• 

What is the estimated magnitude of the sanctuary problem in the future 
with regard to Laos and Cambodia in the event of a ceasefiie in place 
in SVN? A further unilateral reduction or complete withdrawal from SVN 
of US and other free world forces? A mutual reduction or complete with- 
drawal from SVN of North Vietnamese, US and other free, world forces? 

Based on the estimated magnitude of the sanctuary problem in the. future 
under each of the conditions listed above, what measures, if any, could 
or should be taken to reduce the sanctuary problem in Laos and Cambodia? 
What would be the estimated effectiveness of these measures in terms of 
cost'- to ••tli'e •allies -. hnd .cos t\ to the- 'qne'my j •' b'oth'.'-miH tarily - and -.politicall j 

• • *■ • f 

What evidence is available to support the answers to the prececding 
questions? 11 ow reliable is this evidence in terms of source and content? 




c \ / 

• RVNAF Force Str uct ure and Equ ipm ent: 

\ • 

!t . . ' • . . • 

What levels and type of US military support docs RVNAF require? For 
how lony? What is the time phasing of this support? In the event of 
further US redeployments prior to achievement of Phase II goals, what 
■: • would be the impact of no t providing US forces for combat and logistic 

. ‘ ■ . support? 

. ! Can the planned RVNAF force levels be sustained? For how long? What 

■ is the impact on the economy and manpower availability in SVN? How 

{■ can RVNAF strength be maintained at currently authorized force levels 

if the desertion rate is not reduced substantially? 

What is the- optimum force structure for a self-sufficient RVNAF against 
a combined VC/NVA threat? At current level of hostilities? At a 
reduced level of hostilities? In a post-hostilities environment? 


r . A« 
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What progress is being made in RVNAF logistic improvement and moderni- 
zation as recommended by MACV in the Combined Logistics Offense Plan? 

In logistic management? In equipment/facility transfers? In logistical 
unit activation and deployment? In logistic training? In dependent 
shelter program? In LOC program? In other logistical areas? 

What is the impact: of satisfying more RVNAF equipment requirements by 
turnover of equipment from US units? How many. of these units can be 
withdrawn and when? 

; Are •there -some equi.pmeh ts^which- . wife are ;.no tvgiyoVn.g • .to- .the *Soy fell:- Viet names e 
purely on the basis that we do not have enough for our own forces? If 
so, what are these and how many would be necessary to bring our own 
• forces up to strength? How many more would then be needed for the 
Vietnamese? 

• f ; WV ’ ’ -v r> 

Are there certain equipments ‘ on which the. present NOFORN classifications 
establish unreasonable constraints in shair.ing our assets with the South . 

be reclassified and distributed? . 

i'. ' ‘ . ' .?• ■' ' v W. N'.n*. 1 -. .-'■ S'.' -r.'i V ' V/ * "* 7- ■ -I* g • 'V ‘ **•*;'.* ‘ \ I* >' 

' ••Are'..' thfere : ' certain equipments' which : vo'ultb'-'efiha'nc'c ' Sooth ' Vi.e'tVhirnes'e “capa- 
. .bi,l.i,ti.e.s,.b.u.t are pot b.ein.g..pr,o.yi / d.ed s imply because: they ...are., .considered 
too ‘sophisticated? ’ Because training' is considered to be impractical or 

would take too long? If so ? what are these, and what are the problems 

■'.that hqed to be ''overcome? ‘ < '• ■ •" v 

ii-!e''Gvk''.'to' /: 'take^ ‘ovG'f r 'a'' greater • 'share' 'of .'funding 
.-.for. .‘RVNAF? .[When., cap this begin?.. ; • • ... /: • 
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RVNAF Performance- and Effectiveness 


What is the current 3.evel of 11VNAF. effectiveness? • What is the rate 
of improvement in RVNAF effectiveness? What is the time phasing of 
increased capabilities? What consideration is being given to in- 
creasing overall RVNAF effectiveness by shifting emphasis from 
•quantitative to-qualitative. improvements? /■ 

What is the assessment of RVNAF 's present capabili ty to cope with 
the current enemy threat? The VC threat if all NVA and US forces . 
withdraw? What specific capabilities does RVNAF presently lack that 
prevent it from being able to cope with these enemy threats without 
support from US and other free world forces? What innovative measures 
might be taken to provide RVNAF with those specific capabilities now 
being provided by US and other free world forces? 

• 

What are. the major problems of RVNAF that limit effectiveness? What 
is the prognosis for overcoming these? Are the current US and GVN 
programs to improve. RVNAF adequate? If not, what more is needed? 

What efforts are being made to accelerate and upgrade RVNAF unit 
training by an intensified combat training program? By increasing 
length of RF/PF refresher training while assuring a maximum number 
of units complete it? By conducting non-tcchnical training of RVNAF 
personnel in specially tailored packets or groups? 

b'WKa.t'.'ef forts 'are" 1 'being •.mbdeFtb :V at ; ce3. crate iraiid.Ai'pgr'a’de ,■ RVNAF- 'uni ti' ■ -A ■ 

training by integration of RVNAF personnel with US units, particularly 
at battalion staff level? By integration of US personnel with RVNAF 
■units, as demonstrated recently at Ben Hot.? By initiation of a 
program similar to the KATUSA program, in Korea? , By maximizing use of. . _ 

•'bU^L’ingual'Apadr.q • t'o. ' f e.tfu'c e. the ■'•amount; •.'of 'English'- language •: training- •' 
needed. 

1 .W^'a : t'l:a'd't'x'6'iis '•■Abfe; being ’ tak'tt'iv-'tb" imp-id. vie' 1 ' tVie: -<jr$ 'a'hi.za tibrr arid ; fund tibni'hg" 
of the induction and training centers?. To _ eliminate .corruption . and_ . 
•'■dbpb..'itTa‘ff :u:-?.C3ib'/upg‘rVa3&''';.c'bn;d'i^ tyrio .0 ■. -/.wp 

"training?’! . : 

'What corisi deration has been given to improving RVNAF effectiveness by 
upgrading the, .US. advisory .-program,, modifying it-, wliere^ appropriate by ... 
granting special incen tives tb'''e.xceptional ’ US personnel vol.unteer.ing 
rfo^tbis ^uty££:;w. '•;• ^ V].' i A-ci - -i ^ ? w/V v- ' A • ^ -r il! 
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What is the GVN doing to improve the effectiveness of RVNAF leadership? 
Wliat progress is being made in each of these programs? What is the 
current status of RVNAF officer/NCO strength and promotions, particularly 
in- grades Captain to Colonel? What is the evidence that RVNAF is 
broadening the base for selection of leaders? How much have battle- 
field promotions increased? What is your assessment of the RVNAF 
senior leadership? •••..• 

What is the current status of RVNAF desertions? What are the main 
causes of desertion? What is the GVN doing to reduce the desertion 
rate? What progress' is being made in each of these programs? What 
evidence do you have that deserters reenlist in other GVN forces? 

Defect to VC? What is the prognosis for a continuing reduction in 
the desertion rate? 

What is the GVN doing t:o improve the morale of RVNAF personnel and 
their dependents? What progress is being made in each of these 
programs? What new innovative programs, i.f any, might be substituted? 

What is the status of English language training for RVNAF? What can 
be done to improve the training program? What can be done to reduce 
training requirements? Who is responsible for establishing training 
requirements? Who is responsible for the training program? 

What is the status of plans for the. RVNAF to takeover the US military 
fixed wideband communications system in RVN? What are the major 
problems associated with implementing these plans? What can be done 
to overcome these problems? What are your estimates of US residual 
-force requirements to provide C-E support until RVNAF has the capa- . 
bility to , assume full responsibility, for .this system?, .. ... 
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Chicu Ho i (Hoi Ch anh ) Prog ram 

What are the various reasons which might explain the large increase 
in Iloi Chanh .during 1969? What are the possibilities of the VC/NLF 
using the Chieu Hoi Program to infiltrate the GVN? What is being '' 
done to prevent any such infiltration? 

•What evidence do we have of fraudulence in the Chieu Iloi Program? 

In particular, what evidence is there of fraudulence in the Third 
Party Inducement Program? What can we do to insure fraudulence is 
held to a minimum? 




